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Application No. 
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Examiner 

Deborah Yee 



Applicant(s) 

NAGATA ET AL 



Art Unit 

1742 



The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sh et with the correspondence address 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to" reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 1 to 6 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) C3 Claim(s) 3 to 5 is/are allowed. 

6) I3 Claim(s) 1.2 and 6 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s)_ is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 17 January 2002 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) [3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

3)MA\\ b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 M Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
bee tne attached detailed Office action for a list of t he cer ti fied copies nut r ece i ved. — — 



14)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 



15)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 
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Art Unit: 1742 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
oven the English abstract of European patent 1084785 or Japanese patent 2001079749. 

The English abstract of each patent discloses a hard disc drive iron body 
component having been subjected to barrel polishing and then a deburring treatment by 
abrasive grain fluidization treatment, a thermal deburring treatment, a magnetic 
polishing treatment, water jet deburring treatment or chemical polishing to reduce the 
presence of abrasive materials. 

The prior art discloses a product substantially similar to the claimed product, 
differing only in the manner by which it is produced. The burden falls to the applicant to 
show that any process steps associated with the claimed product result in a materially 
different product from those of the prior art, because there is nothing in the record 
before the examiner to reasonably conclude that applicant's product differs in kind from 
those obtained by the references, see In re Brown, 173USPQ685. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3 to 5 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The art of 
record does not teach or fairly suggest a method for manufacturing an iron component, 
as claimed, comprising the steps of polishing an iron body shaped material by means of 
an abrasive material containing ferric oxide, and then heat treating the polished iron 
body in a reducing atmosphere, thereby reducing an oxide in the constituents of 
fragments of the abrasive material in and near the surface of the body material and 
leaving iron, and keeping the body material at a temperature for dispersion, thereby 
dispersing the iron into the body material. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Deborah Yee whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1 102. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 6:30 to 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



supervisor, Roy King can be reached on 703-308-1 146. The fax phone numbers tor 



th'e~OTgariiza1rorrwlwe-this^pet^ 

regular communications and 703-873-931 1 for After Final communications. 
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Art Unit: 1742 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status~oHtii"s _ application-or 

proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0661. 

dy 

August 5, 2003 




